REMARKS 



As indicated in the listing of claims, please amend claim 1 and cancel claims 2-4 
and 20-64. Also piease add new claims 65-78, which do not add any new matter. 
Support for amended claim 1 and the new claims is found in the specification as 
indicated in Table I below. 



TABLE 1 


Claim 


Support 


Claim 


Support 


1 


Same location in the specification as 
previously submitted Claims 2, 3, and 
4. 


72 


Same location as previously 
submitted claim 28. 


65 


Same location in the specification as 
previously submitted Claims 1 , 2, and 
27 and Fig 3. 


73 


Same location as previously 
submitted claim 20. 


66 


Same location in the specification as 
previously submitted Claims 3 & 4. 


74 


Same location as previously 
submitted claims 21 & 22. 


67 


Same location In the specification as 
previously submitted Claims 5, 9-1 1 . 


75 


Same location as previously 
submitted Claim 24. 


68 


Same location in the specification as 
previously submitted Claims 6 & 7. 


76 


Same location as previously 
submitted Claim 26. 


69 


Same location in the specification as 
previously submitted Claim 8. 


77 


Same location as previously 
submitted Claim 25. 


70 


Same location in the specification as 
previously submitted Claims 12 & 13. 


78 


Same location as previously 
submitted Claims 1 , 2, 27, 35 and 
Fig 30. 


71 


Same location in the specification as 
previously submitted Claims 14-19. 







Previously submitted claims 1 ~ 3, 5 - 11, 13, 14, 16 ~ 45, 48, and 51 ~ 
64 were rejected in the final rejection for the captioned patent application and the 
USPTO Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences affirmed the rejections. This 
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affirmation was of the rejection of claims 1 - 3 under 35 USC §102 (b) as 
anticipated by Giannetta (US patent 6334881 B1 ) and of the rejection of claims 5 
- 11, 13, 14, 16" 45,48, and 51-64 under 35 USC §1 03(a) based on the 
Giannetta reference as the primary reference in combination with a number of 
secondary references. As was noted in the decision of the Board claims 4, 12, 
15, 46, 47, 49 and 50 are still pending and not part of the appeal since they were 
not addressed in the Examiner's Answer. 

It was noted in the final rejection dated November 10, 2005 at page 4 that 
claims 12, 15, 46, 47, 49 and 50 call for the filter bag being to be square. It was 
further noted that it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to modify the filter bag being square, 
rectangular, or any other desired shape since It Is well settled that mere change 
of shape without affecting the function of the part would have been an obvious 
design modification. As noted by the Board and not indicated In the final 
rejection as being rejected, claim 4 also is still pending. 

Claim 1 in this amendment document has been amended by incorporating 
previously submitted claim 4 and previously submitted claims 2-3. It is 
respectfully submitted that this claim is novel and an unobvious over the 
Giannetta patent alone or in combination with the secondary references since no 
reason was given for any rejection of claim 4 by these references In the final 
rejection. 

Also is is respectfully submitted that added claims 65 ~ 78 are novel and 
unobvious and therefore patentable over the cited reference of Giannetta alone 
and in combination with the secondary references. None of these references 
teach or suggest having the receptacle consisting essentially of the filter media 
layer In conjunction with a substrate layer. The Gianetta patent as the primary 
reference teaches and suggests a filter media for a cartridge for gas filtration 
systems such as residential vacuum cleaners and industrial gas streams. The 
filter material comprises a filter media support bonded to a porous expanded 
PTFE membrane and further comprising a screen material bonded to the porous 
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expanded PTFE. There is no teaching a suggestion in the Gianetta patent as an 
anticipatory reference or as a primary reference in an obviousness rejection to 
have just two layers in the composite sheet and receptacle as now claimed. 

From the aforementioned remarks and the claims as presented in the 
accompanying listing of claims it is respectfully submitted that the pending claims 
are in condition for allowance. Prompt examination and allowance of the claims 
as pending are earnestly solicited. 



Date; November 13, 2007 



Respectfully submitted, 

Kenneth J. Stachel (Reg. No. 27,722) 
Attorney for TTI Floor Care North America, the 
d/b/a for Royal Appliance Manufacturing 
Company 

7005 Cochran Road 
Glenwillow, Ohio 44139 
Phone: (440)996-2281 
Fax: (440)996-2023 
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